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Tsoetes Butleri, Engelm., n. sp. See Bor. Gaz,, Vol. 3, No. 1, p. 1, 

Nearly all the species mentioned in the ahove list were verified by Dr. Geo. Engel- 
mann. 


[As we have, perhaps thoughtlessly, admitted to our pages articles not very compli- 
mentary to Mr. J. C. Arthur, it is but simple justice that the following answer be pub- 
lished-—Eps.] 

As Recarps tne Flora or lowa.—During the last year several articles* have ap- 
peared in print derogatory to the exhibit of the Lowa tlora, as shown by my pamplilet, 
entitled “Contributions to the flora of Towa.’ Tt is due to myself, and to all who may 
have oecasion to use the Catalogue, that these reevive some notice, 

In the Borantcan Gazerre for October, 1877, is “An Explanation.” 1t says there 
has been made “a very unfortunate mistake for he credit of our Stale Flora, on the part 
of the anthors (it is incomprehensible how [ can be spoken of in the plural number) of 
our Catalogue, who report only 979 plants, while our whole number must be twice as 
many.” Then follows a disparaging comparison with the 2,034 species of the Ne- 
braska Catalogue, in which there is no meution that the latter contains 363 cryptogums, 
a Class of plants not included in the lowa list. The writer is thea charged with gross 
negligence in preparing the Catalogue, ete., ete. 

The facts are these: In the preparation of the Lowa Catalogue no elforts were 
spared to make ttas complete as possible. A tour of the State was made in order to 





*See Bor. Gaz. vol. 2, pp. 73. 107, dan 143; also Ball. Torr. Bot. Cl. March. 1878. 

secure a personal consultation with every botanist and an examination of each herbarium 
then known to the writer. Moreover every precantion was taken to prevent mistakes 
in the determination. When the evidence of authenticity was not satisfactory, the lo- 
cality was given in a footnote, so as to hold the person reporting it responsible. Mere 
lists without the specimens received but little attention. Such a strict surveillance 
naturally excluded many names which might otherwise have been used. The object 
Wis lo make a list of plants Ane to be growing in the State, and to exclude al] others 
however probable it might seem that they were natives, Such has also been the aim in 
making the additions (published in the Proc. Day. Acad. Nat. Sci.) to the Catalogue. 
In these addenda names have been expunged, changed, or added, as required by later 
infermation. Printed copies are distributed to all Towa botanisis and to such others as 
desire them. 

As regards the method of publishing additions to the State flora, ] cannot think 
that the indiscriminate and irresponsible use of the columns of botanical periodicals 
(better filled with other matter) for local floras, is at all conducive to accuracy. To 
make a short and clear proof of this statement, I have tabulated all the additions to 
the lowa Hora one person has published in this manner; and as this is done through no 
i] will, but with the best of intentions, all doubts in the discrimination have been re- 
solved in his favor: 


Bor. Gaz. Bor. Gaz, Bor. Gaz. Tour. Bui. Total. Pereeut 
al. ie 











Jan.‘i. June °77. GU fii Mar, “TS. 
Correct and subsequently published. . 8 ! {) 12 a Dr 
Correct but alveady published. ........ 3 a 0 eh a 28 
Donbttally determined. ..... : an u E 1 2 a] 13 
Jncorrectly determined. ete 4 Ky 4 4 18 zal 
Without the scope of the Catalogue... 5) 1 1 1 8 10 
“TRANCE Siecsee ee Ren iron 1) Se cons rico eee “yi AL 6 40 $5 100 


This shows that only 28 per cent. were howa fide additions, that an equal number 
should not have been published, over a filth were incorrectly named, and 10 per cent. 
were of plaats with which the Cattloeue has nothing to do. Truthful information is 
sarnestly desired, Int such as the above table siiows to have been published is mislead. 
ing and worse than none.—J. C. Arrnur, cyrdeudtaral College, Ames, Lowe. 








